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Sir: 

Transmitted herewith are the following documents: 

[X] Part B-Fee(s) Transmittal 

[X] Comment on Statement of Reason for Allowance 

[X] Request for Approval and Entry of Formal Drawings 

[X] Return Receipt Postcard 

If the enclosed papers are considered incomplete, the Mail Room and/or the Application 
Branch is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned at (617) 395-7000. 
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A check for $965.00 is enclosed. If the fee is insufficient, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 50/2762. A duplicate of this sheet is enclosed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Elmer S. Hung, et ai, Applicants 

Jeffrey S. Powers, Reg. No! 45,021 
LOWRIE, LANDO & ANASTASI, LLP 
Riverfront Office Park 
One Main Street 
Cambridge, MA 02142 
(617) 395-7000 

Docket No. M00437.70067.US 
Date: December 17, 2003 
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Commissioner for Patents 
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COMMENT ON STATEMENT OF REASON FOR ALLOWANCE 



In the Notice of Allowance mailed November 13, 2003 in the above-identified 
application, claims 1-7, 9-13, and 15-19 are allowed. 

The Notice of Allowance includes an Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance, 
which the Applicants understand to say that the prior art fails to show, an optical apparatus 
directing a beam of light along the main pathway and onto a portion of each of the plurality of 
grating element; and positioning at least one of the plurality of grating elements relative to the 
substrate by actuating the two of the actuating beams corresponding to at least one of the 
plurality of rows of actuating beams, the positioning causing a portion of one of the light of a 
first wavelength and the light of a second wavelength to be diffracted out of the main pathway, 
whereby the planarity of the at least one of the plurality of grating elements is maintained over 
the portion of the at least one of the plurality of grating elements onto which the beam of light is 
directed. 

While the Applicants agree that the prior art does not disclose the limitations indicated in 
the Examiner's statement of reasons of allowance, the Applicants do not believe the Examiner is 
saying that the stated reasons are the only patentable distinctions over the prior art. Further, the 
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specific limitations indicated by the Examiner are not found in some of the independent claims; 
and each of the independent claims distinguishes over the prior art based on the particular 
limitations recited in the claim, and is patentable on its own merits (in some cases, perhaps, for 
reasons other than those indicated in the Notice of Allowance). 

Further, the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance state that "the method of 
directing the light is inherent based on the structural limitations on the claims." The Applicants 
do not understand the Examiner's comment because there is no "method of directing light," per 
se, recited in the claims. Rather, claim 1 recites a method of redirecting light and claim 9 recites 
a method of processing a first optical carrier; and claim 1 and claim 9 recite steps of directing a 
beam of light and directing a first optical carrier, respectively. Accordingly, the Applicant's do 
not understand the Examiner's statement regarding inherency, and do not accede to the 
Examiners allegation of inherency. 

Finally, the Examiner's reasons for allowance allege that "[the] prior art shows a plurality 
of conductive actuating beams each supported over a substrate by a corresponding at least two 
actuation beam support posts, each of the plurality of actuating beams forming an actuation gap 
relative to the substrate, the plurality of conductive actuating beams to form a plurality of rows 
of actuating beams, each row of actuating beams including arrange (sic) at least two of the 
plurality of actuating beams[;] a plurality of grating elements arranged to receive the beam of 
light, each of the plurality of grating elements supported over a corresponding one of the 
plurality of rows of actuating beams by a corresponding at least two auxiliary beam support post, 
the corresponding (sic) to a row of actuating beams in the direction of the substrate, the 
corresponding grating element displaced in the direction of the substrate and planarity of the 
grating element is maintained, and at least one electrode disposed on the substrate; an at least one 
electrode disposed on a substrate and a controller." The Applicants do not agree that any prior 
art reference or any proper combination of cited references discloses the limitations indicated by 
the Examiner. Further, because no particular prior art reference or combination of prior art 
references has been cited in the Notice of Allowance to support the allegation (nor is there any 
prior Office Action supporting the allegation), it is not possible to refute the Examiner's 
allegation with specificity. Additionally, the Applicants respectfully note some of the 
independent claims do not require each of the specific limitations indicated by the Examiner. 
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If there are any questions concerning the foregoing, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Elmer S. Hung, et ai, Applicants 




Jeffrey B.'Powers', Reg. No. 45,021 
LOWRIE, LANDO & ANASTASI, LLP 
Riverfront Office Park 
One Main Street 
Cambridge, MA 02142 
(617)395-7000 



Attorney Docket No.: M00437.70067.US 
Dated: December 1 7, 2003 
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REQUEST FOR APPROVAL AND ENTRY OF FORMAL DRAWINGS 



Enclosed for filing are Seven (7) sheets of DRAWINGS, Figures 1A-8, for the above- 
referenced patent application. 



Sir: 



Respectfully submitted, 

Elmer S. Hung, et al., Applicants 




Jeffrey B. Powers, Reg. No. 45,021 
LOWRIE, LANDO & ANASTASI, LLP 
Riverfront Office Park 
One Main Street 

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142 
Tel. (617) 395-7000 
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